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Before:  SHAPIRO, P.J., and SAAD and SERVITTO, JJ. 
 
SAAD, J. (dissenting). 
 
 I respectfully dissent from the majority’s reversal of the trial court’s ruling that Mr. 
Bloch’s malicious prosecution claim is barred by res judicata.  Michigan broadly applies the 
doctrine of res judicata and the issue of whether his wife made false allegations of child abuse 
not only could have been, but was fully aired in the divorce proceedings.  Indeed, the abuse issue 
was front and center in the earlier divorce case and was inextricably intertwined with numerous 
litigated matters such as custody and parenting time. 

 Now, in this case, Mr. Bloch seeks to once again press the same issue, but dresses his 
grievance in the clothes of a separate tort to take a second bite at the apple.  This type of 
“gaming” of the litigation process is exactly what the res judicata doctrine is meant to prevent.  I 
dissent.  

/s/ Henry William Saad 
  


